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I. Basis of the report 

1 With reaard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which ^^^JlSKf 
' SSTiSSSb raETfc response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred torn th,s report as ongnally filed 
and are not annexe to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70.16 and 70.17)). 



Description, Pages 

f _ 7 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1_15 as originally filed 

Drawings, Sheets 

1/j as originally filed 



2 With reaard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
llguage in which theitenSational application was filed, unless otherwise .nd.cated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international preliminary examination (under 
Rule 55.2 andJbr 55.3). 

With reaard to anv nucleotide and/br amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
LSSi^lnatbn was carried out on the basis of the sequence hsting: 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been furnished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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5 □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 
been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

(Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 
report.) 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 

III. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

1 The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non- 
" obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application, 
12 claims Nos. 7,14 

because: 

□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which does 
not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

12 the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. 7,1 4 are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

see separate sheet 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

□ no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos. 

o a m o a r,innf..i international Dreliminarv examination cannot be carried out due to the failure of the nucleotide and/ 
2 ' or aZc "add 'XS^iSfS^^^ the standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative 
Instructions: 

□ the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

□ the computer readable form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

V Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 



Yes: Claims 1-6,8-13,15 
No: Claims 



Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1-6,8-13,15 



Industrial applicability (IA) 
2. Citations and explanations 



Yes: Claims 1-6,8-13,15 
No: Claims 
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Re Item III 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

1 Claims 7 and 14 do not comply with Rule 6 (2)(a) PCT as they refer to 

"accompanying drawings". Furthermore said claims do not comply with Article 6 
PCT as they do not define the matter for which protection is sought in terms of 
technical features (Rule 6.3(a) PCT). 

Consequently no opinion regarding the requirements of Article 33(2) to (4) PCT 
has been established with regard to these claims. 



Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1 . Reference is Made to the following documents 

D1: WO-0051318 
D2: US-5870454 
D3: WO-0044173 
D4: WO-0232134 

2. The present application does not meet the requirements of Article 33(3) PCT for 
the following reasons: 



2.1 



Document D1, discloses according to the essential features of independent claim 
8 (text in parentheses refers to D1), a telecommunications system (fig.1) 
comprising a message source (fig.3, (56) page 14 lines 13-14, being the called 
party (56) who left a message, the target of the reply call, page 17 lines 17-20), a 
message recipient device (fig.3, (40), page 4 lines 8-9) and an Intelligent Network 
platform (fig.3, SCP (46) along with other IN devices) including a plurality of 
applications, each application being stored at a respective Service control Point 
within the Intelligent Network platform (SCP (46) implicitly includes appl.cat.ons 
running for the operation of the system and in particular for the routing of calls to 
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and from VMS (48)) including a message delivery means arranged to accept a 
message form the message source and deliver it to the recipient device (fig.3 
VMS (48)). 

The difference between claim 8 and the disclosure of D1 is that said means to 
handle received messages and deliver them to the recipient device are executed 
by an application stored in the SCP. However these functions are in D1 provided 
by applications running in the Voice Mail System 48 externally from the SCP. 
Thus, for the skilled person, it would be a mere design choice, not involving any 
inventive activity, to include the functions (and thus the relevant applications) of 
the VMS system in the SCP system (especially considering the fact that the VMS 
and the SCP are indeed computer systems). 

As a consequence, independent claim 8 does not meet the requirements of Article 
33(3) PCT for lack of inventive step. 

It should be noted that the above argumentation could have been based on the 
equally relevant document D2. 

2 2 The same argumentation applies to claim 1 which is directed to a message 

delivery means comprising a telecommunication system with the same feature set 
of claim 8 with the difference that the system does riot comprise the message 
source and message recipient devices. Thus claim 1 has a broader scope than 
claim 8. 

As a consequence, also independent claim 1 does not meet the requirements of 
Article 33(3) PCT for lack of inventive step. 

2 3 Dependent claims 2-6 and 9-1 3,1 5 do not contain any additional features which, 
in combination with the features of the claims to which they refer meet the 
requirement of the PCT in respect of inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the 
following reasons: 

- claim 2 merely defines a list of possible messaging sources which are all well 
known in the art. 

- claims 3-5 refer to the use of a Digital Television as recipient and source of the 
message. This possibility is however known from D3 (see in particular page 3 line 
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22-page 7 line 25, page 5 lines 12-26, page 19 lines 2-29, page 18 lines 12-16) 
which in the field of messaging discloses a system capable of sending and 
receiving messages through a selectively addressable digital television system. 
It should be noted that the above argumentation could have been based on the 
equally relevant document D4. 

- claims 6 and 15 are directly derivable from D1 (see in particular D1 , page 4 line 
27-page 5 line 5). 

- the subject matter of claims 9-13 corresponds to the one contained in claims 2- 
6. Thus the same considerations apply. 

3. Claims 1 -6,8-1 3, 1 5 meet the requirements of Article 33(4) PCT as the claimed 
invention has applicability in the telecommunications industry. 

Additional Remarks: 

1 . The present application contains 2 independent apparatus claims (claims 1 and 
8) of overlapping scope. Rule 6.1 (a) PCT, requires the claims to include only the 
minimum necessary number of independent claims in any one category, with 
dependent claims as appropriate, Rule 6.4 PCT. As a consequence the claims as 
a whole are not clear and concise, thus not meeting the requirements of Article 6 
PCT. 

1 .1 Furthermore claims 1 and 8 mention "...applications including... means...". Said 
claims do not comply with the requirements of Article 6 PCT as It is not clear how 
an "application" (which by definition has no structural character) can "include" 
structural features. 

2. Claim 1 refers to a "message delivery means...." comprising "...a 
telecommunications system including.... means to handle received messages and 
deliver them...". It is not clear the whether these means are the same, or if not, the 
relation between these means. Thus claim 1 is not clear contrary to Article 6 PCT. 

3. Claims 2-5 and 9-12 use the acronym dTV. However said acronym has no 
generally accepted meaning in the art contrary to Rule 10(e) PCT. 

4. Claims 5 reads "...the dTV initiates....", however no dTV has been defined in 
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claim 1 to which it refer. Thus also claim 5 does not meet the requirements of 
Article 6 PCT in terms of clarity. Analogous considerations apply to claim 12. 

5. The claims do not include reference signs relating to the technical features 
referred to therein, Rule 6.2(b) PCT. 
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